Yemorandum to Mr. Tolson.

Res Fdmund G. Broun
Attorney General
State of California

calculated in the absence of population estimates by the Census
Bureau from individual places from which we received crime reports.

‘ 957, of our Statistical
i Section in Philadelphia and requested specific
i /\L, criticisms of the Untform Crime Reports. After considerable

.<\) conversation admitted we should continue to calculate our
rates as we now do, and the only real suggestion had to do with the
elimination of statutory rape, which has been done.

On December 4, 1957,
at the Bureau of Criminal Statistics in Sacramento in conversation
with of the S i and
t r

1 ield representative On three occasions
asked the point=~ ton as to what suggestions
e California Bureau has as to improvement or changes in the

Uniform Crime Reports and received no suggestions Srom theme. It

should be observed that Mr. Beattie was out of the city and not
available.

spent several hours

L

Beattie, in his letter to Schrotel, changes his position
slightly in connection with the use of 1950 census figures and
criticizes their use because the "published rates are unjustifiably
used beyond their true validity even though readers are specifically

) caut ioned that this should not be done." He goes on the suggest

that it might be better if the crime rate tables be eliminated
altogether if current population figures are not available. This
problem is being covered in the report of the Consultant Committee
on Uniform Crime Reporting. Also, the Director has instructed

that we are never again to use the 1950 census Sfigures in the
Uniform Crime Reports bulletin.

—

RECOMMENDATION:

The letter from Attorney General Broun itself does not
indicate a reply should be made, and to initiate any further
correspondence on the subject of Mr. Beattie's letter to Schrotel
would unnecessarily continue an argument over one word "unjustifiably”

resented in the annual publication of the State of Californiae.
Under the circumstances, it is recommended that no action be taken.
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ATTORNEY GENERAL
STATE BUILDING
SAN FRANCISCO 2. CALIFORNIA

August 14, 1958

Mr. J. Edgar Hoover
Del Charro Hotel
San Diego, california

Dear Mr. Hoovers:

Your interview with the San Diego Union has
been called to my attention. I had seen 1t before I
saw you at (D omne last night. I would have
1iked to discuss it with you at that time but felt
that it would be improper to do 8o at a social occasion
such as the very pleasant evening we had together.

I do want you to know, however, that 1 never,
at any time, any place, anywhere, have criticized the
statistics of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. I
haven't the slightest 1dea where you obtained the in-
formation that I had made any critical remarks at all.
It is true that my staff in the Bureau of Statistics
stated that the FBI statistics were based upon the
1950 populatlon, but this was not in any manner what-
soever meant to be derogatory of the great work that
your bureau i1s doing in the field of crime. p

We have so much in common, and I am engaged /
in such a difficult political campalign, that I regret
very much that you felt it necessary to criticize me
in a very unfriendly newspaperT. :

I do hope that 1 have the opportunity to
discuss this with you personally at sometime convens
jent to you. . oo L f?/j7
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Honorable Edmund G. Brown

to correct the errcaecus preseatation.

1. Fager Hoord]

J T i e

»

in the second page of your press release. Had you been inaccurately quotad
in coanection with this article, 1 assume you would have taken prompt ateps

-luwbmwmmuedmm*‘mm" with
‘Yhis has been interpr
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FROM
OFFICE OF DIRECTOR, FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

TO

OFFICIAL INDICATED BELOW BY CHECK MARK

- (‘ i ’///
Mr. Tolson : Ve E
Mr. Belmont
Mr. Mohr
Mr. Nease
Mr. Parsons ————

Mr. Rosen —————
Mr. Tamm ——————
Mr. Trotter _____,_::m .
Mr. W. C. Sullivan
Mr. Holloman
Miss Gandy

See M ————
Note and Returf ————
Prepare Reply
For Your Recommendation ———
What are the facts? —4mmMm
Remarks:
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Oﬁic‘e Memorandum + vNiTED o __ GOVERNMENT -
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TO : Mr. A H. Belmont G\‘bq(' DATE:

FROM Ww. C; Sullivanuﬁ

-

susscr:  EDMUND G, BROWN _
CALIFORNIA GOVERNOR-ELECT
INFORMATION CONCERNING

CENTRAL RESEARCH MATTER

Trojter
w.e.
Tele. Rodm —

Holloman

N / Gandy

SAC San Francisco advised that former SA @arold: G} Robinson;
currently Deputy Director of the Division of Criminal Law and Enforcement for
the State of California, had commented concerning the stand of Governor-elect
Brown on the subject of capital punishment. Brown's final report to the
California Legislature as Attorney General recommends that consideration of
capital punishment as a deterrent to homicides should be faced squarely and
should be the subject of continued study. According to Robinson, Brown feels
that a history of 86 years of capital punishment in California has not proven it
to be an effective deterrent to homicides.

It is noteworthy in this regard that the 1958 California Legislature
rejected a proposed discontinuation of capital punishment for a trial period.
(Current Developments in Criminal Matters--Crimdel--San Francisco, 12/9/58)

For information, it is noted that former SA Harold G. Robinson
served as a Special Agent from 1934 to 1941. He resigned voluntarily indicating
that he might be persyaded to withdraw his resignation if there were an
opportunity for reallocation. He was rated as an average but not outstanding
agent. He served as an investigator on the Truman and Kefauver Senate
Committees and in recent years has been a principal aide to Attorney General
Edmund G. Brown in California. (67-33228) = y

RECOMMENDATION:

For the information of the Director.

1 - Mr. Belmont
1 - Mr. Rosen

1 - Section tickler AR
1- W.E. O'Neill m}?“ V 7S

1- Mr. Mohr ? s
1 - Mr. Nease v "-‘)'“;%u'\ . G- 10

e
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" 10 . Dpirector, FBI /

SAC, San Francisco

EDMUND G. "PAT" BROWN \/
GOVERNOR , RS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA {o
CONTACT WITH ‘ ise

' On the afternoon of January 27, 1959, I called upon
Governor BROWN in his Sacramento office. ,

. I was graciously received by the Governor, and he
. jenthus iastically expressed a desire to cooperate freely with t
‘Y Pederal Bureau of Investigation and- the San Francisco-Office. ~He'
also expressed, in a complimentary manner, his personal feelings
concerning the efficiency of the Bureau. R

I discussed with the Governor the details concerning the

Young American Medals Awards for Service and Bravery. . I also
advised him of the Bureau's desire to cooperate with his office on

matters of a mutual interest. .

,@Bureau

9" san Francisco (80-449)
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Oﬁ‘ice__Memoi’zmdum e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
To : MR. A. H. BELMONT Aﬁ’hﬁ pATE: August 27, 1959
' N Pt
FROM : MR. G, H. SCATTERDAY(,%/;" | Mo
. - Nease
V- Rosen -
» ‘SusjEct:  EDMUND GERALD BROWN, also Tomm
. known as 1{9,‘5“....,..“-":2&&- i .é W.C. Sullivan _
GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA mmsnige Tele: Roon —

NAME CHECK REQUEST - ,:; A WO Salf Gy
é om S
The Name Check Section has received a—rs&quest from Na

the results of any investigations conducted by the FBI concerning the
captioned person. Commander J. L. Rutledge, Office of Naval Intelligence,
on 8-27=-59 advised that his office was not aware of the reason for the
request which originated with the District Intelligence office, 1l2th Naval
District, San Francisco, California. Commander Rutledge speculated hat
the request could possibly be in connection with some tour Governoy W
would be making at a naval facility. !

Bureau files reveal that Governor Brown has never beei
gated by the FBI. In an article in a California newspaper under date of
7-16=58, Brown, then Attorney General of California, charged the FBI
.Uniform Crime Reports presented California in an "unjustifiable and
unfavorable light" because of the manner in which the statistics were
compiled. He subsequently stated the article was not ln any mamner
meant to be derogatory concerning the "great work" being done by the FBI.
Our files also reveal allegations received in the past indicating Brown
sought the aid of communists and communist-infiltrated organizations -
during his political rise. In 1945 he reportedly opposed the deportation
of Harry Bridges, a west coast labor leader accused of membership in the
Communist Party. On a Personnel Security Questionnaire submitted to the
'Atomic Energy Commission in July, 1959, Brown admitted past membershi 3
in the National Lawyers Guild (NLG) in 1946. An article in the "San ?
Francisco Chronicle,"™ a California newspaper, under date of 8=9-49, g
announced Brown had been elected vice president of the San Francisco :
Chapter of:-the NLG. The NLG has been cited as a communist front by e
House Committee on Un-American Activitles.

The Atomic Energy Commission is presently considering whether
or not it will require an investigation of Brown.by the FBI in view of
rownts position as a member of the Board of Regents at the University
of California, which position holds a high degree of importance and
ensitivity under the Atomic Energy Act. The Atomic Energy Commissio
Security Director, John A. Waters, on 8=12-59 advised our lliaison rep
sentative that the matter had not yet been decided but that he, Wate

would let the Bureau know as soon as a decision in the case been ¢J
reached at AEC. (116=-4142786) REC- 36 Lvi — 75249 - ¢/ {e /
— 2 _
s e bt 1 - GE Wt
o % = Liaison Sectlen . /;3“ 1 - Name" Ché ec%%%n )G
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Memorandum to Mr. Belmont
RE: EDMUND GERAIDBROWN

ACTION:

Inasmuch as Navy requested specifically only the results of
investigations conducted concerning Brown, the name check request 1s
being answered with the statement that the Bureau has conducted no
investigation concerning the subject of 1its inquiry.

REC OMMENDATION:

For information.




GOWVERNDTR

™ State of California

T GOVERNOR'S OFFICE
SACRAMENTO

N

7; Septemoer 30, 1959

'Honorable Jonn Edgar Hoover, Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation
United States Department of Justice
Washington, D. C.

My dear Director:

.Let me convey my thanks and personal appreciation
for the copy of ‘the Uniform Crime Reports of 1958
and your accompanying letter. I will certainly bpe
interested in studying this document.

As you know, tnroughout my years as District Attorney L)i7t:§
and Attorney General I have had a deep interest in
criminal statistical reports, and the greatest respect
and confidence in the Federal Bureau of Investigation
under your directorsinip. It is a matter of deep
regret that misunderstanding should have arisen in

the interpretation of the facts, the true meaning of
wnich is of such grave importance to tane entire
country. I am sure that Attorney General Mosk 1s
likewise gravely concerned with a true portrayal of
the crime picture in this and in othner states, and I
shall personally ask his office to reexamine both

sets of reports.

May I reiterate my confidence, both in you and the
Bureau, for the splendid work for which we are all

so grateful. ~ // )

. i ;‘._M f Joa § e ' / ) ."I. 5—'.
With Kindest personal regards . —— — .'...';;“ /
Sincerely JP 1Y - 23 0CT 8 1050

N

/W ST S 3,4*

‘EDMQEQ"G:“BRONN, Governor
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Oﬂice Memomndum e UNITED STALES GOVERNMENT e

ro : Mr. HOOVER DATE:
Ky . SAC AUERBACH , 0 P, i e
/sowscr.  GOVERNOR EDMUND G. "PAT" BROVN R 3
I am sure you will be amused at the fact that I had J ”t&igﬁﬁéﬁg

allegedly ten-minute courtesy-call visit with the Governor tod
in order that he would know me. This stretched into an hour
he found that he had met me several times before though e
not recall the instances. kf7(—

d'eje. Room.____
olloman___
gs Gandy

It was the usual courtesy situation which rap¥ily developed
into general conversation and opinions back and forth. But one
thing was his comment, "I am sure I have been off base with your

0ss. Hells bells I had enough trouble with the campaign without
trying to take on the No. 1 important official of this countrye.

I just had a new -letter from him (this was the Bureau's letter

to him about the annual statistics) and it looks like everything

is all right. Gee, I hope I didn't forget to answer that one and
I must see about that right now!”

BROWN is very cordial and, while I will deal with circum=
spection with him, it would appear that he is very much aware of
the prestige and authority of you and the Bureau. In fact, this
came out very plainly in his recent selection of members of a
state commission known as the Minimum Standards and Education
Commission on Law Enforcement. All of the appointees are friendly
to the Bureau and all five of the law enforcement members of the
Commission are National Academy graduates.

: ¢
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URGENT 2-95-80 10-45 AM PST VEG o
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'TQﬁDIRECTOR, FBI

FROM SAC, SAN FRANCISCO 1 P

N

IMMEDIATE ATTENTION.. ASSISTANT DIRECTOR CARTHA DE LOACH ’
GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN, INFORMATION CONCERNING. BUREAU ADVISED SAC
CONTACT m ABLE TO MAKE
SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS BY CANCELLING SEVERAL OTHER APPOINTMENTS TO
ENABLE ME TO HANDLE THIS MATTER TODAY AND I HAVE APPOINTMENT WITH

GOVERNOR THREE THIRTY PM TODAY AT SACRAMENTO. BUREAU WILLféE
ADVISED OF RESULTS. |

A iy T vy aa
END AND ACK FLS .@ﬁ;3§1 B g
i o .
1-48 PM OK FBI WA BJM ‘ -
TU DISC _
[ 5P\
- - - ' IS IR "‘;‘ ,"rn]‘ e
2 Fed 15 1969 ALL IRFORGATIUR L yi:: R
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\\ | DIRECTOR, FBI (190-35158S)' 2/4/60

‘/ . ,A/’)’/qﬂ'OO -/7§
> f. - 1 76—(—/ [’('Jé)
\~ SAC, WFO (105-14317) 3 /g/ /ﬁ //7 /

VISITORS TO IRON CURThIN COUNTRIES

N a
3

ReWF0airtel to the Bureau dated 1/27/60, captxoned
"MIKHAIL A, MENSHIEKOV; IS -~ R:E{

Enclosed for the Bureau are f1ve copies and for
San Francisco one informatioen copy of a letterheed memorandum s

dated and captioned as above.

first informant mentioned in the memorand&m is .
b* Hanﬁ the information furnished was set out in a
letterbead enclosed with reairtel. The second informant in .
the memorandum is a highly confidential seource (documentation -

anonym

f%l\'; The closed memorandum has been classified "Confxdentxal"
as i lects (investigative interest in a diplomat of a foreign
powe%) and because information from informants could reasonably
result in the identification of informants of continui';g value
and compromise the future effectiveness thereof.

Informatlon copy furnished SF inasmuch as further
information relative to this matter may come to the attention
of that office. A

@ Bureau (Encls. 5) T
San Francisco (Encl. 1) (Infe) (AM) (Rﬂ)

2 -
(1 - 105-24305)(C MENSHIKOV) | G
HEF:ac .
(52 , ,/W s P?CLsS 47.,4, 06170 é ' A
A F\ED ﬂ\,‘ ’ : o F oL L NO; R&w‘? =-f‘ -
 BeolA / Lm0

DCCLAQQV LM 5.

SOOI
SSIFET EXCEPT,
THERWISE.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTICATION

In Reply, Please Refer t0 WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

o No. DESLLNSETIT B =/ Iy 4. 1960
o5 2420707 “‘Sﬁz‘:’-‘#\ Februery 4, 196
o i 7. SO

The Decesber, 1959, "Diplomatic List,*® gublished by
the United States Department’of Stgte describes Hikhail A. .
Menshikov as Apbessador, Embassy of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Repablics (USSR), Washingten, D.C,

S X , /

X The 1958=1959 edition of "Whs's ¥ho in America®

=Nrde ribes Drew Pearsen 28 & newspaper correspondent and suthor
€ newspeper column "Baily Hashington Herry=Go-Round” since

"
Y
o

; The Januery, 1960, "Congressional Birectory” lists
Sy ydmmd G, (Pat) Brown es the Governer of the state of Californis,

A confidential informant, who has furnished relisble
inforpation in the pP8st, learned on Janvery 26 1960, that

. Drew Pearson and Governor Brown of Californis hag an &gginment
. to have lunch with Sovict Ambasssdor Fenshikov ot the E assy
: of the USSR on January 26, 1$60. ()

- Another confidential informaat, who hgs furnished

: relisble information ig the pest, learned on February 2 1960,
that Drew Pesrson had informed Menshikev thet since thelr lunch

S-he had tolked further with Governor Brown end legrneqd that the

L

5

it Governer definitely desires to visit Moscow, USSR, epproximately

in the middle of A ril, 1960. Pearson plans to go to Hoscow with
Governor Browa. W)

CLASSIFIE T Dsgsie WAL
BY DEPARYRE LT TNV AT

According to the second informaat, Pearsen formelly

X0¥ to &rrange for Pearson to have 8 televised
interview with Soviet Premier Nikita S, Ehrushchev in about

nid=April. Pearson pointed out that he would submit questions

in edvance and would 1ike to use Soviet technicians end caxers 3
men. He pointed out that such sn interview, coming before the (4
Smmit Conference, would do much toward promoeting better under= )

L00~19vs”
(/35 AL22(01 5P7§J?a[/iaﬂi -
CL/ASélHEDBY%V‘é[/m ~, ’74 B /7/ 7 _

DECLASSY ON: l’}iﬁé :)‘ : ALL YRPORMAT1oy CONTATNED
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BEL VISITORS Ta Jron CUSTALY COUNTRIES

This decumeny COniaing wejthey
recsmmondctions BOT conclusinng of
the FBI. I is the Property of
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0]7'2(:6 Memorandum - UNITED STAT

e GIANDARD PORM WO, $4

--TO s Di'rectér; FBI IMMEDIATE ATTENTION: DATE:? 2/10/ )
- ASSISTANT DIRECTOR CARTHA DE LOACHE ) Vo 0"

O P Mr. Trot! gn/—
. w.C.

: SAC, San Francisco

: Tele. Room e
/ ] My, Ineremt——
v g Iniss Gandy
. — ‘.-———-——:

GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA -
» <

'- wnjncr EDMUND G BROWN | \/ W

Instructions of Mr. DE LOACH to see the Governor cdhceTm
an English examination question of UCLA published in the Les An§91esq-
newspapers. ‘ ‘ - R

—
e

(_' s fi e arrangements through SAC Camtact}.
k;l ' to the Governor, @ that
~ he was able to rearrange his scheaule to see me. I was  taken 3

through the back way into his personal study so we would not be
disturbed a2nd so that the nine people waiting for him would not Kkn:

; he was even in his office. We spent a moment discussing about the
' fact that he was arranging a six-hundred-million~-dollar allocation A
y - in the next seven years for California highways and that it was no¥ A}
~nearly sufficient. He noted that the situation must be .important t
 drive 100 miles through the heavy rains to handle it right -away an

noted specifically that all I had to do was to indicate that ;the K
Director hzd something on his mind and it made no difference what 3t

o 3
his personal situation was he would change it to try and be of k Y
assistance. =2 <

>— . — [ES R
1 reviewed the situztion from the exhibits I had, i.e%} copies
of the Los Angeles newspapers, whereupon it be lear thdt he had
solutely no knowledge of it. He called
b to whom it had been routed and found tha Fhad
cen ill-and out of the office for the past three days and that ==
nothing~hzad occurred. He then called in his two personal qgcretéiib
and raised the devil with ‘them for not even having the communicat
acknowl®dged. He took up the point that I had made about courtes
to the fmerican Legion which had authored the letter and told the
secretaries that he was much disturbed that no action had been t
)He said, "I'll bet this kind of thing wouldn't happen in kir. Hoo
outfitg® At that time he ‘went On to lecture them as to what woul
the Bureau and the American Legion think of his group if the rou
were as sloppy as this situation, letc.

Yo VL

i CO
RS

<7

R
S BNC
i/

=\

e We then got down to business and he stated he would see td

““\an answering letter which would-be available -to.the press, went EJ
| " jtoday tobas he felt that the question was obviously
loaded a2nd said that it was a terrible thing to jndoctrinate kideX X &
this way; that the FBI was wengerfud,zndffas o mitter!of fact, he
sometimes wondered why we didmﬁt iﬂf&a

ORI S .

ERE
ATE

more situations than we. did

Vol 7Ly 707
A Y

-

-
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as we were obviously needed. He went on in considerable detail to

' state that he felt that this was a completely unfair situation 'and
4 that whoever did it didn't have any experience from which to draw.
] He szid that in his own past law enforcement experience as a prosecu-

ting attorney and as Attorney General he had found that without
exception the FBI's policy was impeccable and he had wished a number
of times in those capacities -- and now -~ that he had an organization
half as good.

The Governor stated that his assistant, would
write the communication and gave instructions that was to
make a copy of the letter tog immediately available to the
Chancellor of UCLA for immediate action. He szid he would not have
the communication directed to President CLARK KERR as KERR is travel-
ing in Latin America., Further, he said he would not wait until the
next meeting of the Regents, which is 2/23/60. as he wanted this
thing done right now. He instructed o czll the Chancellor
and tell him that he would appreciate an immediate investigation be
made to fix responsibility and authorship of the question and to
specificzlly ascertain "what the man had as an alibi" for such a
question. e also told@#tc make it clear telephonically to
the Chancellor that the Governor was having enough trouble with the
University's budget a2t this time and didn't want to incur the wrath
of the FBI as an additionzl handicap. HKe then turned to me and saidg,
"There'll be no fight on the matter but I have to be careful zbout -~
the situction. I hzve usuzlly mace it 2 policy not to try to tell
the University specifically what to do unless it is directly in my -
capacity as Governor concerning fisczl metters.™ He said, "I have
had 2z number of fights with the liberals there because I feel that
they are not helping the reputation of the University but : they are
very sensitive and actually have Constitutionzl rights and privileges
that I cannot invade. Instead, I act in concert with the regents
and they usually go along with me." '

To help the Governor and—in the answer, I furnishec
him a2 "copy of your Dallas speech wherein you decried the problem of
a national police. Ie was quick to note that he was friendly with
Senator Lyndon Johnson after I pointed out the circumstances of
the purpose of the speech. 1 also gave him a copy of the Law Enforce-

I ment Bulletin for October, 1958, and referred him to your editorial
1 2bout the danger of a national police force, as well -as your comments

on Page 5 therein as to the speech you gave before the ABA at Los

| Angeles that summer and noted-the country-wide coverage of the

situation through the Bulletin and the ABA.
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1 told the Governor that we were getting "inquiries™ about
"this situation in the Los Angeles area in order to try to insure that
: \01(' _i’followed through to do what the Governor instructed.
' ~-g¥We closed off the meeting with the fact that he also intends to write
‘you'personally as to the situation and that I should continue to
feel free at any time to advise him of anything in which you thought
he could be of assistance as he would be only too giad to 4o so.
His final comment was, "Someday when you ancd I both have 2 'little
more time it woulé be nice if you would survey my staff and put sone.

FBI procedures into effect:!"

I shall follow up with the press.here in zccordance with
i'r. DE LOACH's suggestion so that inquiries are made of the»Governor's
office to help insure that there is 2 follow-through. o ' :

In view of the past history of the Governor with the Bureau,
I was very much impressed with his obvious desire to be of assistance,
his cordizlity as shown by the fact that he broke off a considerable
amount of obviously important matters to see me immediztely aad his
general sincerity. There is no questién from his comments of his
continued admiration for you personally.
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The ilonorabie J. mdgar soover _
Director, Federal 3ureau of Investigazion
4936 - 30th Plac

dasnington ©, 2. C.

o

vour special agent in charge ol San Francisco,
dr. Richard Auervaca, wWas in vo see me today
in connecoion witn 4azrogatory statements con-
cained in gueszicns submicoced to young redg.e
ir. our universities.

stigatrion of
or Tine ques tions,
I will communi-

1 nave ordered an immediar
Tne gerson wWio was STOor
Ad 25 soon as 1 o
cate witn your 1loc

I apyrec.ate your directing Lnis ©o my attention.

Sincerely

/) ! '
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Xk NS / S -

EOMUND G. BROWH, Governdr
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E’,ﬂ;:ﬁz ;ﬂ;'j P:’FJ‘, jr‘ 7
& VIERD T ;;.EI?.:;‘D
Honorable Edmund G. Brown DATE FAO UL e >
The Governor of California ’ ‘:L?:[L‘; J §¢ e 1 )
Sacrameato, California L QLﬂQ\‘fQ) i«
My dear Governor Brown: FQl~7¢0 / =
B
Your letter of February 9, 1960, has been - =
received, and I do appreciate the interest which prompted E
you to write. 0 S
—t 3
. Mr. Auerbach has advised me of his conversa- =
tion with you concerning the derogatory comments about the FBI o

contained in the aptitude test at the University of California. _I ..
do want to thank you for your thoughtful consideration and w'iﬁing"—
ness to talk to Mr. Auerbach. It is indeed most encouraging3o

all of us in the FBI. .

P

UNRECORDEN ~0OPY FILED IN

I was amazed to learn that such 2n uafair and grossly
misleading question was included in the University aptitude test.
This question categorically characterized the FBI as a national police.
Hence, students were being confronted with a complete falsehoad
under the guise of alleged truth. The very essence of {ree society
means that error must be corrected hy the true facts.

E‘,-a*!\}.Z\TLED' 27| w
' !

: i .
b Vs , i Sincerely yours, .
i r (‘) ! e Wy /.rz,-!.z;,f"?

re
o
-
R gy ,

. - .

1 - San Frg.ngs{s = Enclogure $
1 - Los Angeles< Entlosure TR
NOTE: Bureau has had cordial contacts with Brown, though in 1959

we had some }di»fﬁ‘tg}.ﬂty concerning crime statistics with members of
his state adilinistration. (62-76249) '

\Nj}"'\“ r
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UPTIONAL FO m NO. 10 . ’ ) Tolson ————
Monr . o

UNITED STATES GOVI MENT . Parsons ————

. Belmont e
. - - - . Caljehan
Memorandum e
- ' McGuire —————
TO :Mr. D. J. Parsons(i~ a pate: February 24, 1960 P —
:fxzf& 1 - Mr. Parsons T
rrRon  :Mr. A. H. Belmon 1 - Mr. DeLoach Condy
: E 1 - Mr. Belmont
i 1 - Mr. Baumgardner .
susject: EDMUND G. BROWN 1 - Mr. O0'Connor A7
GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA (lyypﬁf”
INFORMATION CONCERNING ] F2¥2:
COMINFIL OF THE COUNCIL OF | | &

DiMOCRATIC CLUBS
INTERNAL SECURITY - C

SAC, San Francisco, by lette. 2-17-60 requests authority to
advise Governor £dmund G. Brown of California on an off-the-record basis
of the Northern District of California Communist Party (CP), USA, interest
in the California Democratic Council convention, Fresno, California,
2/12-14/60 and the background and identities of the individuals responsibl
for the adoption of a resolution at this convention which requests a

presidential review of the case of Morton Sobell. Sobell, together with

the Rosenbergs, was convicted for conspiracy to commit espionage and is
serving a 30-year sentence.

San Francisco advises a San Francisco
attorney, was responsible for ution and reportedly had
turned the resolution over to who was serving on the resoluti
committee of the conventiop and who\is on the San Francisco County Commit-
of the ratic Party. dly attended this convention
With the excepti:

urity Index subje:

the individuals refer to above are\ a
of the San Francisco Office and 0old-time CP members. who 1is
retired, was formerly an organizer for the International workers of the
World. He served as chairman of the cast Bgi Rosenberg-Sobell Committee
in 1956 and 1957 and has been affiliated with many communist front :

organizations in the San Francisco Bay area. He continues to be active
in the Sobell committee.

_ San Francisco has previously furnished information concerning
communist interest and influence exerted at.this convention. In additior

House Committee on Un-American Activities, revision of the Walter NcCarrar
Immigration Law and cessation of nuclear bomb testing. :

\to the Sobell resolution, the convention called for abolition of- the

\coor inator of the CP delegates at the convention, remarked that every-

thing the CP had hoped for had gone through on the agenda at the conventi

. Bureau files reveal that the Burecau has had cordial contacts
with Governor Brown, although in 1958 we had some difficulty concerning
crime statistics with members of his state administration.

EnclosurewLZ’: - 62-76249 Ry - L 5 /6
AID:ajd &~ 75-£Q00-432594 ¢ R

7y - | e copaE 7SR T
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Memorandum Mr. Belmont to Mr. Parsons
Re: Z=dmund G. Brown
(62-76249)
Cominfil of the Council of
Democratic Clubs
(106-432594)

There is no guestion but that the Communist Party has been able
to exert considerable influence on_the Democratic Council of California.
Not only would Governor Brown deeply appreciate receiving information
concerning the activities of the Communist Party in this regard but it
would serve the additional purpose of enabling Governor Brown to take
positive action to prevent a recurrence of similar types of communist

tactics in the future.

ACTIONZ
. _ There is attached for your approval a letter to SAC, San Francisc
instructing him to discreetly advise Governor Brown of the communit

sponsorship of the Sobell resolution passed at the Democratic Council
convention. Under no circumstances will this information be attributed

to the Bureau.

\'

/
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Mr. Parsons

i )
- 1 - Mr. DeLoach -
- . = Mr. Belment
1 - Mr. Baumgardner
1 - Mr. 0+ Connor
SAC, San Francisco (100-45768) February 25, 1960
\ (80-449)
) &
pircctor™¥Bl (62-76249)
N ( 100-432594).
' CDMUND G. BROWN
GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA
INFORMATION CONCERNING
COMINFIL OF THE COUNCIL OF
DEMOCRATIC CLUBS
INTERNAL SECURITY - €
. Reurlet 2-17-60. Bureau authority is granted to _ ;
advisc_Governer~Brown on-a-TOR 'idential-basis..of_ thespe rtindit
informarton “se tofeFeHSIns T lety Governor Brown should be
advised that under no circumstances should this information
be attributed to the Bureau. Advise the Burecau of the
results of your contact with the Governor.
AJD:djdﬂQ N
(9)
NOTE ON YELIOW:
_See cover memorandum Mr. Belmont to Mr. Parsons,
same caption, dated 2-24-60, prepared by AJD/djd.
[ RETES '
L\_’ U PLES ’ . ',’ 7y
. }__ ...... COMY oy N l
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pirector, FBI1

. }'-:L

San Francisco (100-45768: 30-449)

o —752.9?
EA

v

@ﬁkﬁ: EDMUND"Gl;

COMINFIL OF THE COUNCIL OF
DEMOCRATIC CLUBS
Cc

3 - o

another
nterribly disturbed".
‘ pemocratic
Falifornia, on February 12-1

by

I R , which requested
eview of the case of MORTON SOBELL,
The .Governor stated .he was very
prepared”and was responsible for
: <The Governor stated that tnerg
attendanhe at the convention and thatﬂhe was at a

to'beginﬁro fix responsibility for such 2 ~esolution.

ieaders that obviously the Comnunists

FCarty leaders in Nd

1960, it was noted that Communist
an influence on the~

california were plotting to exert
snd "in the adoption ;

to the number of delegates which they were able to
z2irtel dated February 15, 1960, reported that more
liberal” resolutions in direct conformity with the

L ajms of the Communist party had been adopted at tpevnemocratic
Council convention. R v
P \36. [0 /- it =
b’)‘"b‘l ',! Lo
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SF 100-45768

reportedly was tufiédfbver to
committee of the convention 2an
Committee of the Democratic Party.

b

jects of the San rrancisco ‘57(_:
_ menbers, with the exception of
Buiile-100=&0042), an attorney, was well "o\

known 101 a activ{fiééwahd'hifiliations while attending
the University of California at Berkeley. So no

torious were his

activities that when he applied for admission to the California te
Bar, the American Legion filed an official protest based on&
subversive activities admitted to the practice of law in

yas organizer of the Professional

California in 1936.
Section of the Communist Party in San Francisco during the early

1940's, & pember of tae San Francisco County Executive Board of the
CP in 1945, and a former San Francich'County Educational Director of
the CP. More recently he has been active in affairs and campaigns

of the INDEPENDENT VOTERS OF CALIFORNIA and the BAY AREA COUNCIL

OF SOBELL COMMITTEES.
:Nrft?wbr/ormt.

E Francisco.
of tne Northern California
District CP, e past has been a candidate for various public
offices. 1e formerly was @ member of the Yarehouse Branch of the CP

in San Frencisco, but was dropped in 1249 for excessive driniking

and for dereliction of duty in connection with the warehouse strike

in 1949. 1In 1952, he was warned by the Fresident of ILWU 6 that his

work was cnsatisfactory because of excessive drinking. e was a
former sponsor of the CIVIL RIGITS CONWGRESS and helped form the
1NDEPENDENT SGCIALIST FORUM OF THE BAY AREA in 1957 to stimulate
critical vievws of the world. _ _

4 -

wa Jiest Coast weeklYy ommuniIsST.

?
rublication, - Ince 1949. He is a former Section organizer for tne

Cp,;.a former member of the San Francisco County committee of the CP,.-

and a former teacher of Marxist-Leninist classes for nevw CP menbers g

He was appointed by the CP Northern

ans 2 member of the Farm Labor mmission in 195

a CP club in 1959, He 1is the
covers sessions of the Californ‘.i'é.
®

california pistrict Comnittee -

58 and registered in %
of the "PW" and =
legislature. :
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. FELLOW ABUSED VOTER:

The Califernia Defense Cormittee is a non-partlsan organization f{f
E dedlcated to control of'irresnon31ble politicians. o LT T

As you know, RIGE \ow vie are engaged in a’ RECALL CAMPAIGN of
- Governor Edmund GY'Brown of California because of his arrogant
refusal to fulfill his campaign pledges and his oath of offioe.-?

‘We have investigated and found numerous instances of Brovm's _

betrayal of the voters and taxpayers of California, and we would
like to tell every California voter and taxpayer about some of o
these matters. . . LT*'

.To do so, we will have to use Radio and TV, and. that means- that e
‘we must have the funds to pay for such time. Ybur contributionvhp:,:
will help make that possible. , o )

Please use the envelope accompanying this plea and send as muchf%;&i;;
as you can to HELP flnance the Radio and TV program for BRCWN'S:;Qr: :
‘RECALL. _ e

Make your checks payable to CALIFORNIA DEFENSE COMMITTEE - .. N
511 E. Broadway, Glendale, California -~ and organize your rriends;ut‘
and neighbors into RECALL BROVN CLUBS. _ oo S o
INSURE YOUR EQUITY IN CALIFORNTA .ITH YOUR CONTRIBUTION TODKY. ﬁgnf
i , LT

@[,,;; 7

S

erick 31 son 350.304/ 7é 2’%//7\)0 Y,
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THE. NEW SOCIAL: ORT‘EH foisted ‘on’ :

. Ga.Brown. for the alleged: :purpose’. ot telling pri,vate._ b1q _}'s Wwhom.

.77 they. ‘shall .or .shall-not hirej’ has now been exposed as:.:lust»'a'nether

bureaucratic agency: designed to-help build the Brown: Patronage: Ma-

.-chine, : This disclosure wes:made when -the proposed- ‘budget,6f the

" F.E.P.C, showed that it had now.decided ‘to- fatten up its anpointive

_ staff at the expense of the: STaxpayers’ =—- thereby affording Brown ad-
ditional oppertunities.to make Petronase Appointments "and .build-a -
stronger, "minority" pavier: machine- to dominate the Democretic PATtY,
_.so that 1n 1964 Brown can be a real cendiaate for President. .

- NOT' TOO L‘UGH at first - but more and more later - seems 6 be' the

: pattern of Brown's expenaive Patronage. COmmissions.. This is.illus-

. trated by the budget revelations of ‘the” ‘pést; nine ‘months of 'peratiop .

.~ - of the F.E.P.C,., and..the proposed coming tvel -month budge% .,
B Cemmiss;ion. _Here. is the:!nutshell!. ,storys : B ’

‘ For. the :first nine months only. $202, 955 vas tafcen out of" _the -

- '-pocketa of California Taxpayers for: this monstrosity of. 7o '

-7 - soctaliztic=communistic. intervention ‘between the’ relationships
' ..of employers and’ employees, This: inbluded: $42 750 for.the -

. ,_.'ealaries of the five: politicie.ns appolnted as Commissioners

- (Russian: would be fCommissars") - by Brown e .after-nins.

" months of gestation,’ bureaueratic pregnancy;;is begir;nina

_V;-'-show its politisel. development, and: the ‘Commission wants

""=~_$288,106 for the coming fiscal year.

e:lmost 100%. 1n this cete@ory.

" VHEN.WE UNTIE THE ‘PACKAGE, we' fi‘nd the toi;al. selarie “and,

be increased by $62,735 {4369} ; . :(an;l the .pre
6) e -

L wouId'ﬁe Iﬁcreased from 27 %o 3.

now WE‘RE A.BOUT TO .BB BDUCATED --‘;;&f the COmiesion and ‘B
- mopey. ‘6ut. of our Tex- Pocket.. Because- ‘the' F.E.P wants: 1o i
" gn “éducation (this could . mean breinwashins by .propaganda:or -
LY Intimidation) end- resgarch’ sectlond, ° “This woulf-invol b (!
positions and related. expenees. - The 6xplanation: given ‘with the. b
- _-»;equeg,t.ir . "such.additional fupdg are penshsaxy Y e ey
gUE of the levor co&e" 'Whish de"Is wit

- 'l‘HE Ll‘i'i DO:.SN"I.‘ SAY THAT.- =Tt carmdt be found anywhers: ,1n-the lew
. that the’ COmmission is directed to carry on a formel education” pro-
.- grem or engage in original research. In fact, the legislative audit-or

*  says, "the law did not contemplate the FEPC empleying g full=time -
education end research staff, nor dces it seem the legislature spe-
cifically-directs the Commission to engage in research. This is a
higher level of service than i/as suthorized by the legislature when
it approved the original budget request." :

et




. TWO MORE FIELD REPRESENTWTIVES - are also included in the proposed -
tex grab by Brown's F.E.P.C.; and here again the vigllance of the
legislative auditor sounds a warning with-the opinion that they-are
not justified under the present work load, and that the request is
an arbitrary one for a higher level of service than that authorized
by the legislature. ' : )

SIX ADMINISTRATORS over ONLY six Field Representatives -- a ratio ag
ONE SUPERVISOR-for ¥ach employee -- is also disclosed by the legis~-
lative auditor's report, and the additional observation is made that
"no other state agency has such a ratio of one supervisor for one
" .. employee."™ . In Industry and labor Relations this type of 'make work'
.. program is commonly termed 'feather bedding.' Now it would appear :
‘that in his bold new concept of Government by Appointive Managers, {

Brown has found a new term - "FEFC".

- COMMENT - “study-of Socialist and Communist political action programs
~for the past 30 years finds repeated reference to destruction of the
.- -.employee and employer relations by interference of bureaucratic' comm
. missions and agencies, and destruction of management solidarity and
labor cohesion by forced integration of social and racial problems.

A2 S R SN S Y NIRRT

. Nothing new cen be found in the present audacious attempt to start -
= _spreading out the power and expense of the F.E.P.C., and its inter-
 ference with labor-management-consumer relations. This was antici-
pated and predicted by experienced labor-management relations ex-
perts a_nd.ﬁconsumer market analysts both before and after the creatim
of the F.E.P.C. ‘ . N - :

- BUT, unless management and lebor are resigned to. letting the Brown
Juggernaut completely dominate all future relationships between .
. management and labor, IMEDIATE STEPS must be taken to get at the
~ source-of the problem -~ = o e T L e o .
‘RECALL BROVN! * © - : i

~ THE FACTS ABOUT A RECALL ARE that 1t will ‘teke approximately -
636,000 good signatures on :petitions to ‘biing about & RECALL ELEC~
TION of the Governor of California, and -- in addition -~ funds for
the election campaign of his successor will be required.: Présent
~ estimates are that it will cost ‘approximately 50¢ for-each signature
obtained on the recall petitions -~ making & round figure of
$318,000 to obtain necessary signatures for BROWN'S RECALL. -

THE AITERNATIVE to the expenditure of such a sum of money for a
HECALL is 1OSS OF :UCH MORE lONSY over a period of time in the form

- of EVTORTIONATE TAYATION to pay the selaries of Brown's Personal

g ~ Political Machine, and complete domination of both-management and

\ labor by Brown's eppointed Commissioners, Managers, and Directors.

The money factor does not, of course, take into. consideration the .
social and political espects of living and doing business under the -
domination of the buresus and agencies of Brown's Velfare State. -

. 411 contributions of funds for the RECALL OF BROYN may be made -to -
: ‘the CALIFORNIA DEFENSE COMMITTSE and mailed to 511 E. Broedway,,
Glendale, California. : ST e e
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fad gotten into a philosophical ceritique

I a3 : d out that’ Lndoubteoly the reason  for the
case belnc bonnced back and forth for _Ssuch_z. long period of’ "time
between . the various courts was because the courts had Vthat teeny
yeeny . little element of .dotubt--in théir minds" as*to thé’ compfe*e’
guilt of ChnSuuAu. 'Governor BROWN stated that while he had been
Attorney General of California he had tried to get a policy through
the Association of Attorneys General to record their stand and
feeling that no single Federal Judge should be able to grant a writ
of habeas corpus or take any action to counteract a decision of a
whole bench of a Supreme Court of a state. He said it was his feeling

ithat if the Federal Courts were to be allowed to overturn such a

decision it should be only by a whole District Court decision of
judges sitting enbanque; further, that he intended at some future
date to again push this proposition.

The Governor is exceedingly cordial, obviously is very
friendly to the Bureau and, as a partiag statement, noted that
some time in the near future he would like to take me fishiang witn
him so that he could learn more about the Bureau

As any developments are received, the Bureau will be advised.

PSS T
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FROM LEGAT, MEXICO , P M v st

; Tele. Room.._.__ °

. C : Mr. ingram... . ;

SUBJECT:. - EDMUND G. BROWN | Yes,Gandy. §
GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA | i

MISCELLANEOUS - 4

[y f

INFORMATION CONCERNING { .

/" g3 2 .’.
_ For the Bureau's information, Governer BROWN was in (LM:«*&
Mazatlan, Mexico, on vacation from 4/16/60 through 4/20/60. g

SA *was in Mazatlan during part of this time on
official business dnd contacted Governor BROWN on my

instructions. The Governor's party included

The Governor invited SA to accompany him, (P
o the bull fights on g
Sunday afternoon, 4/17/60, and was of considerable g-

\(7/\1_} assistance in acting as interpreter and explaining bull fighting ™

to the Governor and his party.

: SA’ advises that the Governor was most apprecla-
,tive of the assilstance afforded him and expressed great
[fadmiration for the Director, the Bureau, and SAC AUERBACH of

the San Francisco Office.

. 2 = Bureau
1 - Mexico City SRR
‘ = =
) g .:
4. .
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. Mr. Tolson_—-

"mmwrmu-m's—‘ @ - '*:D a Mr. Mohx'_j/_,._*
Oﬂice Memo, mdume + UNITED ST. ES GOV'E'R‘I‘\'%:{F&&“;E:;?

“Mr. ‘511511:-3};_.
VR i Vet
TO :  r. Hoover DPIRBONAL .5"  DATE: 6/20/68‘%' e
A ———— e — — —— ‘;”QA . .t ..
,-EROM @ BAC Auerbach - ;%{ﬁ;“"
' O 1
SUBJECT: IDMUITS G. "EFATT BROWN
) GOVERNCOR
! .~ STATZ OF CALIFORNIA
‘In accordance with yo ugh lr. De

Y -

$}£§§£§§%gtialii adyised -the -G

that he himself did not know and had not personally made
the appointment, it having been done through the Chairman of the
Joint Committee. Ile deplored the situation and said that the
general organization was SO loose that things like this could occur
and he would immediately toke steps to see that the situation was
corrected. e was very voluble in his appreciation of your courtesy
in assisting him and refiected that, in his opinion, this was
another good example of your impersonal desire to assist in general
good government. e then went on at considerabie length as to

the unique position that you had as the finast example of a Govern-
ment adminis trator that he could think of. e went on to note

that he would be very careful with his handling of the situation

in order to insure that his relationship with the Bureau was not
impaired in any way. ) :

Lie
The Governor wos obviously terribly put out and stated g;,Cfp

The Goverror talked zt considerable length about the
problems that he was facing with a poor personal staff as he had
previously done and said that so many things were going on, this
being an election year, that he had difficulty staying up with
the many facets of not only the Governorship responsibility itself
but his position in connection with the coming convention and
campaign.

. (” The Governor then went on in detail as to a variety of

,\(51 points and specificaliy mentioned that of the Democratic National ,
Committeeman *who, he said, had been flushed down the 2

river as being a power any longer in Califrnia Democratic politics.
He said that a number of people must have been tremendously
surprised that Brown was supporting Attorney General'Stanlé?\gosk
as a repiacemeint except that they Qid not know that ilosk was about
the only one "acceptable to the ..0s Angeies bunch." He said that
. liosk would not have been his personal choice but tnat he had more
! or less been forced into the situation in ordgr_to have a.unified

group. I!le said that perhaps he shouldn't ta gdlihg)?his,,bé'n

‘  hes 519

N

a2 noman Catholic, but that a background reasdn” ithat
)
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not talk about included the fact that there were some poweriful
Jewish interests which were backing Hosk and which could not be
ignored. He also noted that he would like very much to get Nosk
back on to the bench amiout of the Attorney Generalship so that
he could appoint San Francisco District Attorney Tom Lynch in his
place. He said he felt that Mosk was not generally acceptable

to the law enforcement crowd in California but didn't know what
he could do about it except to try and push him upstairs.

The Governor gave quite a frank personal opinion on the
various Democratic candidates and noted that for all of the fact
that Kennedy had an excellent war record and was obviously a
bright man, yet he just looked too youthful and among all the
candidates appeared as a boy among men. He feels that, if there
is any kind of a real big conflict at the convention, Stuart
Symington could very well wind up as the compromise candidate and
wished that Symington was a more personable individual, at least
on TV. It seemed to me that he discounted entirely the prospects

of Lyndon Johnson.

The Governor spent a considerable amount of time reflect-
ing that he had received quite a drubbing from the newspapers on
his own situation and said that it obviously was merely political
conversation because after all he had received 69 per cent of the
total Democratic vote amd would cail it a clear-cut mandate that
he was representing the Democratic Party and would have the votes
of the delegates in his vest pocket to deal with.

The Governor asked me if we were satisfied with the out-
come of the Standards amd "ualifications Commission made by hav-
ing former San Diego Police Department Captain Gene Muehleisen
as the replacement ior Holstrom. I told him we were very well
satisfied with it and noted that Muehleisen was a National Academy
graduate just like all the rest of the law enforcement on the
Commission. Seizing this as an opportunity, I noted that two of

the members of the Commission had originally received one-year
appointments which would terminate this October and suggested
that, since the Commission was just getting started, he might

want to reappoint them for continuity. He asked me if I knew them
personally and I told him that I did and that they were fine
representatives, whereupon he stated he would not announce it now
but would wait until the term was over in October and then would
reappoint them. He said that he was terribly surprised when he
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v i heard the full story onmg a compiete alcoholic

) and noted that he had only met once and that he'd been

’ pushed into the matter by vthe Berkeley bunch." He said that e
expected that the Commission would discuss 211 of its policies

with the FBI before putting them into eifect and that at the first
opportunity he had to talk with iluehleisen would point this out

to him. He noted that he felt very proud of the fact the Cormission
had finally become law as he said that the legislation was a dead
issue until he himself had gotten interested in it to push it and,
since he felt he was 2 sponsor, he intended to foliow the situation
carefully.

.

The Goveranor also again recounted the story of his meeting
with you several years ago in California and made the statement
that you had given hin a compiete whipping just prior to election
and that he couldn't understand why you nadn't waited until after-
wards. He went on to note that he was certainly glad that his
relationship with you had changed now and that if there was anything
at all that you wanted, you had but to call upon him and he would
do his very best to deliver.
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susjecr: "LET'S ABOLISH CAPITAL PUNISHMENT" fie Y
ARTICLE BY GOVERNOR EDMUND G. BROWN (D-CAL) P/’ A ’
AUGUST, 1960, ISSUE "GOOD HOUSEKEEPING MAGAZINE" \)\z "
e | ' A
SYNOPSIS: VN

Captioned article analyzed item by item in accordance with ‘: 0 ,i>
Director's request. Article does not mention Bureau or Director. Article begins
with Brown's decision on 2-18-60, to grant Chessman 8th reprieve. Brown fails
to mention that one of most important factors he considered in reaching this
decision was State Department telegram advising Chessman's execution might lead
to hostile demonstrations against President Eisenhower when he visited Uruguay.
Brown's popularity declined over his handling of Chessman case and this article

may be shrewd attempt by Brown to recapture lost political ground.

Many statistics in article are self-serving, inaccurate, and indicate
sloppy job of research. For example, Brown cites a 1658 survey by Elmo Roper -
Associates which revealed that only 42 per cent of American people favored death’
penalty, 50 per cent opposed it, and 8 per cent had no opinion. Brown, however, *
fails to mention that a U.S. Gallup poll conducted in March, 1960, reflected 51

per cent of American population favored death penalty, 36 per cent opposed it and -
13 per cent were undecided.

Calling for "a nationwide educational campaign that will show the
case for the abolition of capital punishment without generating hatred or maudlin
sympathy, ' Brown notes "some states' that abolished the death penalty have put it
back on their books. Actually, it appears that legislatures of numerous states
are more discerning in dealing with capital punishment than are the starry-eyed
jdealists who clamor for its abolition. Nine states which had abolished the death.
‘ penalty later reinstituted it, Only one state has recently abolished the death
penalty (Delaware in 1958), and nine states in past two years ﬁ&mpﬁtbeg_

e i Uoudh

[ proposals to abolish capital puni"shhfeﬁt:_ -
q Some of the more glaring inaccuraolesin By 's article are:
! (1) Brown said that from 1938-53, there were 11} exéeutbige@n California. Figur
{ of Federal Bureau of Prisons reﬂcfct 117 executions im€alifornia-from 1938-53.
(2) "Women commit one out of every seven murders.e.’' Latest Bureau figures
j (1958) reflect one out of every fjve}persons arrested ! oz “fdrdér’ds a woman. .
. Dyl e CAY

———————

-, BEnclosure.

<

\

Vb TN | oS N 4> i
"y TP P W _,.-’\" ’ LS

o oia¥ 1= Mr. DeLoach l SE‘%{ / g"ffé; g" { N "/({\%*))f m R
.BS}J ":3‘ (7) /&/- ’ = - . X q/ ; /';"' q\'}/\,. ~” \_37"




SPRCI N 3 W —— an
e - P =.
e o i S kaar Ten oh i | adn

.. . -.... . ﬂ' -
. " .

Jones to DeLoach
Re: Gov. Brown

(3) Brown claims a yeariy average of 48 persons are executed out of 7,000 brought
to trial for killing. While it cannot be determined what period of time Brown used
in arriving at this figure, itis noted that during past 10 years, an average of 72
persons were executed each year, and (4) Brown states in 1941, there were

6,990 cases of murder in the U.S. and 119 executions, while in 1957, there were
7,000 murder cases and 65 executions. Federal Bureau of Prisons and UCR show.
that in 1941, there were 7, 562 murders and 123 executions, and in 1957, there
were 6,920 cases of murder and 65 executions. '

o Brown points out he is well acquainted with police problems and notes

his father-in-law, Arthur D. Layne, was a captain in the San Francisco Police

- ‘Department for many years. Bufiles reflect Captain Layne was cooperative with the

San Francisco Office in the late 1930's. Brown states his critics have said that a

state that abolishes capital punishment sends hundreds of policemen and prison

o guards to their deaths. He claims other states and nations have not found this to

? be true. Bureau survey of 4, 000 cities across Nation reflects that on the average th
same number of police officers are killed in states which have abolished death

’ penalty as in states which retain death penalty.

‘ Brown feels revocation of death penalty alone is not enough and sugge
threefold plan: () Segregate irresponsible or permanently vicious criminals with
jrrevocable life sentences, (2) set up modern correctional facilities for those who

: can be reformed and redeemed, and (3) launch a vigorous program of law
enforcement ai:ci crime prevention, putting faith in alertness and hard work rather
than relying on terror. Apparently, this is Brown's "humanitarian" approach to

i \ problem. Itis noted, however, that on one occasion Brown removed "ro-possibilit

5 of-parole'’ stipulation from life-termer.J ack D. Green's sentence as first step

| t6ward granting him an eventual parole. Green killed a Los Angeles police.
“ﬂw,’;‘_ 1}euten'ant during a theater robbery in 1932, and in 1934, his death sentence was
commuted to life imprisonment with provision there would never be any possibility
of parole. InJ anuary, 1960, Brown commuted death sentence of two-time killer
James Merkouris provided there would never be any "possibility of parole." As O
Ios Angeles newspaper pointed out, it appears Brown has found a new way of
combating capital punishment. First, he commutes sentence of a particularly

‘\brutal killer while public sentiment is strong by adding proviso against parole. T

when sentiment dies down, he removes proviso and makes it possible for the kille:
to be released to again "imperil the lives of innocent persons."

Article concludes by pointing out there is no doubt that world trend
is toward abolition of death penalty, and sets forth statements by different religio
Taiths which have gone on record against it. A detailed analyss: . of article is set
forth under "Details. " g
RECQMMENDATION:

. For the Director's information. .- Q _ . /-".-/ f—
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DETAILS

The Director has requested an item by item analysis of
Governor Brown's article (copy attached) entitled "]et's Abolish Capital
Punishment, "' which appeared in the August, 1960, issue of "Good Housekeeping
Magazine. " t is noted that the article does not mention the Bureau or the
Director.

STATEMENT:

Brown points out that in reaching his decision to grant Caryl
Chessman his eighhreprieve on the night of 2-18-60,"1t all boiled down to one
thing. I believe that capital punishment is Wrong. I knew I had to give Chessman
one last chance," The following week, Brown urged the California Legislature
to repeal the death penalty. When it was apparent that they would not, he suggested
the death penalty be suspended for 3 1/2 years as an experiment in humanitarianism
This was turned down by 2 senate judiciary committee vote of 8 to 1.

COMMENT:

Brown fails to mention that one of the most important facors he
considered before reaching his decision to reprieve Chessman was a State
Department telegram advising that the Chessman execution might lead to hostile
demonstrations against President Eisenhower in connection with his visit
to Uruguay in early March, 1960. Brown's attempts to have the death penalty
repealed or suspended by the California legislature are factual according to
newspaper accounts.

STATEMENT?

Brown advises he will not give up the fight to abolish the
death penalty. He believes capital punishment is prutal and degrading to society
and has been a gross failure. .

' COMMENT:

Brown is adamant in his belief on this controversial subject.
His popularity declined as a result of his handling of the Chessman case and this
article may be a shrewd attempt on his part to recapture lost political grouxnd.

' STATEM=INT:

A 1958 nationwide survey by Elmo Roper Associates revealed that
only 42 per cent of the American people favored the death penalty, 50 per cent
opposed it and 8 per cent had no opinion. . . S

-92-



COMMENT:

Those figures are accurate as reported in the 2-9-59 issue of
Roper's "The Public pulse." It is noted, however, that pullic opinion polls
can be most self-serving. For example, a U, S. Gallup poll conducted in
March, 1960, reflected 51 per cent of the American population favored the death
penalty, 36 per cent opposed it and 13 per cent were undecided.

STATEMENT:

Brown calls for ""a nationwide educational .campaign that will
show the case for the abolition of capital punishment without generating hatred
or maudlin sympathy." He states\'Some states that abolished the death penalty
have put it back on their books after a frightening crime wave,"

COMMENT:

It would appear that the legislatures of numerous states are more
discerning in dealing with capital punishment than are the starry-eyed idealists
who clamor for its abolition. Nine states (Arizona, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa,
Missouri, Oregon, South Dakota, Tennessee, and Washington) which had abolished
the death penalty at one time, later reinstituted it. Only one state has recently
abolished the death penalty (Delaware in 1958), Nine states in the last two years
have rejected proposals to abolish capital punishment, (California, Oregon,
Connecticut, Virginia, Florida, Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey and
Ohio). (From "A Study. of Capital Punishment As a Deterrent To Crime" prepared
for the Director in March, 1960.) o

STATEMENT:

The article goes into a rather lengthy review of the salient
points of the Chessman case.

_ COMMENT:

The facts pertaining to Chessman are accurate based on informatio:
in Bufiles.

v

STATEMENT:

Brown cites the inequality of capital punishment, claiming it is
levied against the ndowntrodden and defenseless," the “'weak, the poor, the
ignorant, and against racial minorities." Brown points out that former Warden?

-3- : =




.. Lewis E:*Lawes of Sing Sing andWar en.Clinton P. Duffy of San Quentin have
' said that people who have either money.or prestige are seldom convicted of
a capital crime, and even more seldom are executed, Brown said that in
California during a 15-year period from 1938 to 1953, there were 110 executions
of which 30 per cent were Mexicans and Negroes, He said this was more than
t double the percentage these two groups represented in the state population.

COMMENT:

An article by John R, Mulligan entitled "The Poor Man®s
Penalty," which appeared in the 5-15-60 issue of "The American Weekly,"
quoted Warden Lawes substantially along the lines that Brown indicates above.
No comment by Warden Duffy on this topic could be located in Bufiles, (It is
noted that Duffy's middle initial is "T," not "P" as set forth in the article,)
Brown's figure of 110 executions in California from 1938-53, is incorrect. '
According to the "National Prisoner Statistics" issued by the Federal Bureau of
Prisons in February, 1960, there were 117 civil executions in California during
the 15-year period from 1938 to 1953. The Bureau is not in possession of any
figures which would indicate the percentage of Negroes and Mexicans who were
executed in California from 1938-53. Itis noted, however, that Federal Bureau
of Prisons figures for the period from 1950 to 1959, reflect that a total of
262 persons were executed in California, of whom 199 were white, 45 were
Negro and 18 were “other." This means that the racial minority of Negroes
and "others" totaled 24 per cent of the persons executed in California during this
period.

g TN

STATEMENT: o

"Women commit one out of every seven murders, yet only about
. one woman per year is executed," _

COMMENT:

Latest Bureau figures (1958) reflect that one out of every five
. ____. persons arrested for murder is a woman. In the past 30 years, a total of 29
women have been executed in the Nation--an average of almost one per year.

STATEMENT:

Commenting on the element of human error in connection with
capital punishment, Brown noted that despite the relatively small number of
| peopie who are actually executed--a yearly average of 48 out of 7,000 brought to
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| trial for killing--there are a number of mistakes, Brown cites the case of John
Henry Fry whom he pardoned after Fry had been wrongfully convicted of
killing his wife. The article mentions the case of John Rexinger who was
arrested for rape in San Francisco in 1957, and who was saved when the
actual criminal confessed to the crime. Another example is the case of James
Foster, who was convicted of murder in Georgia in 1956 and who, after
numerous appeals and stays of execution, was released in 1958 after another
man confessed to the crimc. Noting that eye-witness identification is the
decisive point on which many murder convictions are obtained, the article points
out that a Los Angeles Police Department survey once indicated that 28 per
cent of identifications made of suspects in line-ups are later proved false.

COMMENT:
&

While it cannot be determined what period of time Brown used in

larriving at the figure of 48 persons executed on a yearly average, it is noted

| that during the past 10 years, an average of 72 persons were executed each

year, Bufiles contain no information identifiable with James Foster; however,
the following information on Fry and Rexinger was obtained from the files of the
Identification Division. It is noted that prior to his arrest for murder in San
Trancisco in 1958, ¥Fry was arrested no less than 8 times for intoxication,
assault and battery, violation of parole and other charges. Since his pardon by
Governor Brown on the murder charge in June, 1959, Fry has managed to get
arrested on three occasions in San Francisco for assault with a dangerous
weapon, defrauding an innkeeper, and battery. Prior to his arrest for rape in
1957, Rexinger had been arrested on 4 occasions for rape, robbery, and forgery.
Subsequent to being released on the rape charge in 1957, Rexinger was ,
arrested three times for theft, larceny and fraudulent checks. Bufiles contain
no information relating to the Los Angeles Police Department survey of line-ups.

STATEMENT:

The article sets forth a very brief summary of the history of
the death penalty in which it is pointed out that Austria was the first nation to
abolish capital punishment, that France is the only country in Wesiern Europe
still using the death penalty, that most South American countries have abolished
capital punishment, and that the Soviet Union says it inflicts it only for political
crimes. A '

COMMENT:

The above history of capital punishment is factual based upon
an article in the 3-3-60 issue of the "New York Times."

-5-
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STATEMENT:

Between 1938-53, 27 per cent of Californians executed were
men who killed wives, mistresses and girlfriends in crimes of passion. A
majority of these killed while under the influence of alcohol. A 15-year
psychiatric survey at San GQuentin showec that most prisoners in Death Row
were insane or totally irresponsible for whatever they had done. Three of
every 5 murders in:Califoraia between 1938-53 resulted from an interrupted
armed robbery.

COMMENT:

‘ Bufiles contain no data relating to the above information. It
appears that these statqments were taken almost verbatim from a pamphlet
of The Friends Committee, on Legislation, Washington, D. C., excerpts of
which appeared in the June, 1960, issue of "The Police Chief." '

STATEMENT:

Brown points out he is well acquainted with police problems and
states that his father-in-law, Arthur D. Layne,was a captain in the San Francisco
Police Department for many years. Brown states his critics have said that a
state that abolishes capital punishment sends hundreds of policemen and prison
guards to their deaths. Brown says ''other states and nations have not found this
to be true." He said that Rhode Island which abolished capital punisixnent in
1852, has the third lowest murder rate in the Nation. Its neighboring state of
Massachusetts retains the death penalty and both states have about the same
general rate of killings. A 1950 study of 266 cities in 17 states--of which 6 had
abolished the death penalty and 11 had not--showed that "on the whole, states that
have abolished capital punishment have had fewer police killings, but the
difference is small."

COMMENT:

Bufiles reflect that Captain Arthur D. Layne, San Francisco Police
DePartment, was cooperative with the San Francisco Office in the late 1930's.
"Who's Who"' reflects Governor Brown married Bernice Layne in 1930. Bufiles
reflect that Rhode Island does have the third lowest murder rate in the Nation
and that Massachusetts has the eighth lowest murder rate. The 1950 study of
266 cities was made by Dr. Thorsten Sellin, who wrote a book entitled 'The
Death Penalty and Police Safety." Itis noted that Uniform Crime Reports
survey of 4, 000, cities across the Nation reflects that on the average the same
number of police officers are killed in states which have abolished the death
penalty as in states which retain the death penalty. The study of murder rates i

states which do and do not have capital &)uniShment is inconclusive. Many social

human and material factors are involved in murder which cannot be accurately
measured. -6~ _
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STATEMENT:

California has an automatic appeal to the State Supreme Couxt
in all death penalty cases. Between 1942-57, 180 cases involving death were
appealed. Twenty-five of these were reversed.On retrial, only three of
these were re-sentenced to death. Six were dismissed or completely acquitted.

COMMENT:

Bufiles contain no information pertaining to this matter.

STATEMENT:

The article points out that execution for murder or rape is the
safest kind of criminal risk. In 1941, there were 6, 990 cases of murder in

. the United States and 119 executions. In 1957, there were 7,000 cases of murder

and 65 executions.

COMMENT:

A review of the Bureau's Uniform Crime Reports
statistics and the "National Prisoner Statistics" issued by the Federal Bureau of
Prisons in Fepruary, 1960, reflected that in 1941 there were 7,562 murdes
and 123 executions. In 1957, there were 6,920 cases of murder and 65 persons We
executed.

STATEMENT:

A report by a group of Quakers in California disclosed that in a

10-year period, 342 convicted first-degree murderers were paroled from

California prisons. They served an average of 12 years and 5 months. Of these, -
only 37 violated their parole in any way and only 9 were sent back to prison. ’
Further, from 1955- 57, parolees in California committed a total of 17 murders.
Only one murder was committed by a paroled murderer.

COMMENT:

Bufiles contain no information concerning this Quaker report.

L A RS DN IO .
s‘.:;x Aaavasaa -

Brown feels that revocation of the death penalty alone is not enough
and suggests a threefold plan: (1) Segregate irresponsible or permanently viciou
criminals with irrevocable life sentences, (2) set up modern correctional faciliti
for those who can be reformed and redeemed, and (3) launch a vigorous program
of law enforcement and crime prevention, putting faith in alertness and hard
_work rather than relying on terror. '

-1-



COMMENT:

Apparently, this is Brown's “"humanitarian" approach to the
problem. It is noted that on one occasion Governor 3rown removed the '"no-
possibility-of—parole" stipulation from life-termer Jack D. Green's sentence
as the first step towards granting him an eventual parole. Green had been
convicted of killing a Los Angeles police lieutenant during the course of 2 theater
robbery in 1932, and in 1934, his death sentence was commuted to life imprison-
ment with the provision that there would never be any possibility of parole,

In January, 1960, Brown announced the last-minute commutation of the death
sentence of two-time killer James Merkouris provided there would never be
any ""possibility of parole." Merkouris was convicted several years ago of the
brutal pistol-whipping and slaying of his former wife and her second husband.
As the "Los Angeles Herald Express" pointed out, it appears that Brown has
found a new way of combating capital punishment, First, he commutes the
sentence of a particularly brutal killer while public sentiment is still sirong by
adding the proviso against parole. Then, when the sentiment dies down, he
removes the proviso and makes it possible for the killer to be released to again
vimperil the lives of innocent persons. "

STATEMEZENT:

<
1

In conclusion, the articles points out that there is no doubt that
the world trend is toward the abolition of the death penalty. The article notes that
authoritative spokesmen for all religious faiths have gone on record against it,
and sets forth several of these statements. - '

COMMENT:

S The statements by various religious groups coincide with data set
forth in a publication entitled '"What Do The Churches Say On Capital Punishment®
which was prepared by the Connecticut Friends Committee on Social Order,
West Hartford, Connecticut. The 3-3-60 issue of the "New York Times'" and the
3-21-60 issue of "Time Magazine" carried articles on capital punishment which
reflected that there is world trend toward abolishing the death penalty. Since
1900, 26 countries have abolished capital punishment, 15 of these having taken
this action since 1930. These countries are located in Europe, Central and Sout
America, Australia, Asia and also Greenland and Iceland. This work trend,
however, is not reflected in the United States where 41 states retain the death
penalty and 9 have abolished it. Since 1900, only four states have abolished the
death penalty--Minnesota, 1911; Alaska and Hawaii, 1957; and Delaware, 1958.
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INTSRVENTION BY GOVERNOR EDMUND G. ,////
BROVN (D-CALIF) IN CASES OF CONVICTED CHA T

SUBJECT:
| KILLESS J_ACK D. GREEN AND JAM.ES MERXOURIS C’L\j:f"" /

P
vou will recall that at the Director's request, we analyzed an article by

Governor Srown entitled "Let's Abolish Capital Punishment” whicn appeared in the
August, 1960, issue of "Good Housekeeping Magazine." it was pointed out in this
analysis (attached) that on one occasion Brown removed the "no-possibility-of-parole"
stipulation from life-termer Jack D. Green's sentence as the first step toward
granting him an eventual parole. Green was involved in a robbery in 1932 in which

:+ a Los Angeles policeman was killed, and in 1634, Green's death sentence was

: commuted to life imprisonment without possibility of parole. Further, in January,

© 1960, Brown commuted the death sentence of two-time killer James Merkouris
provided there would never be any "possibility of parole." One Los Angeles™

Brown had found a

new way of combating

: newspaper pointed out that it appeared
t-e sentence of a par
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\ capital punishment.
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The Director inquire
in the Green and Merkouris cases.
Los Angeles Office was requested to furni
Green and Merkouris cases. Attached are separate w
of pertinent data concerning the Green and Merkouris cases as rec

Angeles and San =rancisco Offices on 9-2-60.

This information was not available in Bufiles, ar
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OBSERVATION:

_ As noted in the attached writeup on Green, he was released on parol¢
on 9-1-60. Thus, Governor Brown's action on 12 -21-59 in removing the "without__
possibility of parole" stipulation from Green's sentence directly paved the way for

Green's release from prison. in 2 little over g months.
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- Jones to DeLoach Memo
Re: GOVERNOR BROWN 9-2-60

JACK D. GREEN

: In 1932, Green and a man named Regrn participated,
in a $30 robbery of a Los Angeles theater which resulted in the_
murder, by Regan, of police Lieutenant Hugh Crowley. Both
Green and Regan were convicted and sentenced to death. Regan's

L death sentence was carried out. Green was received at San Quentin

Fooest on 3-23-32, and his initial execution date was 5-20-32. He received

S about ten stays of execution, and on 1-4-34, Governor James Rolph
commuted Green's sentence to life imprisonment with no possibiIit’y_
of parole.” On 11-1-41, the State Parole Board recommended that
Green's sentence be modified to make him eligible for parole, and
this ' was rejected by Governor Olson. Several applications for
executive clemency were turned down between 1941-59. ‘

On 5-7-59, Green applied for executive clemency to_
Governor Brown and on 6-12-59, the California Adult Authority (CAA)
recommended that the parole restriction be removed from Green's.
sentence. On 12-21-59, Brown removed irom Green's sentence the
words "'without possibility of parole, ' thus making it possible for
Green's eventual release from prison. On 7-13-60, the CAA_
recommended Green for parole effective 9-1-60. Green was paroled
from prison on 9-1-60, and will work for G T

‘ of San Raphael's Parish, San Rafael, California.

Green was released on a "life parole'" which means he must report
to parole authorities the rest of his life.

oyl



Jones to DeLoach Memorandum
Re: Governor Brown, 9-2-60

JAMES MERKOURIS

On 9-20-54, Mrs. Despine Forbes and her second husband, Robert,
Forbes, were shot and killed in their ceramics shop in Los Angeles. James Merkouris
“age 40, Mrs. Forbes' first husband, was arrcsted five days later in Arkansas for the _
crime, In February, 1955, in Los Angeles, Merkouris was tried for the murder of his
former wife. He was convicted and on 4-11-55, was sentenced to death in the gas
chamber. Merkouris' conviction was automatically appealed to the State Supreme Cou:

s g

His conviction was reversed by the State Supreme Court on grounds of
error in instructions to the jury and because Merkouris was permitted to withdraw an
‘insanity plea over the objections of his attorneys., On 8-10-56, Merkouris was retried
to determine his sanity. During the trial, Merkouris went into violent rages, smashec
'a chair.in the courtroom and had to be ‘strapped to a metal chair in a glass and metal
"jsolation booth.'" On 9-13-56, a jury found him insane and he was incarcerated at
Atascadero State Mental Hospital in California. In August, 1957, Merkouris was declz
ed "not presently insane" by authorities at the hospital. = T

| 29 not preser

————

At an arraignment on 8-26-57, as a preliminary to retrial, Merkouris
struggled, shouted, cursed, smashed microphones and a water cooler before being
lrestrained. The retrial was postponed pending additional mental examinations and

Merkouris was again declared sane in March, 1958. His retrial on the murdcer charge

involving his former wife began on 6-16-58, and on 7-30-58, the jury found him guilty
. and decreed that he should die in the gas chamber. On 7-31-58, the trial was continuc
! to determine the defense's plea of not guilty by reason of insanity. On 8-13-58, the
\jury found Merkouris to be sane at the time he committed the murders. Merkouris wi

)
3

received at San Quentin's Death Row on 10-16-58.

Merkouris' conviction was reviewed by the State Supreme Court, and i1
October, 1959, the Court denied a rehearing. On 10-27-59, Los Angeles Superior
Judge Lewis Drucker, set the date of 1-21-60 for Merkouris' execution. On 1-21-69,
Governor Brown commuted Merkouris' death sentence to life imprisonment without
possibility of parole. In explaining the commutation, Brown said that a majority of
State Supreme Court justices and the trial judge had recommended that the death pens
\ not. be carried out. He said there was still a grave and unresolved question of Merko
\sanity, and noted that twenty-one psychiatrists were unable to agree during the two t:

On 1-22-60, Markouris was transferred from San Quentin to Vacavillc
California, and on 2-18-60, he was incarcerated at the California ledical Facility a

‘Vacaville where he is pre sently confined. — \/ ,ﬁ}/
Av %ﬁ\" FuD : 0
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TELETYPR
T URGENT 1-7-66  1-2C PM cC
7. DIRECTOR, FEI AND SAC SAN FRANCISCO
FROM SAC, LOS ANGELES 1P

GOVERNOR EDMOND ijBROWN. QUOTE LOS ANGELES EXAMINER UNGUOTE, TODAY,

CARRIES ARTICLE ON FAGE FIVE, SECTICN ONE, BY CARL

GREENBERG, EXAMINER-Z POLITICAL EDITOR, FROM SACRAMENTO,
WHEREBY GOVERNOR BROWN ON FRIDAY CALLED FOR FAR MORE
IWGRE$SIVE ACTION TO HALT FLOW OF NARCOTICS ACROSS
INTERNATIONAL BORDER AND DISCLOSED PLANS FOR A CONFERENCE
WITH UNITED STATES ATTORNEY DESIGNATE ROBERT KENNEDY.
ARTICLE CONTINUES WITH OTHER QUOTATIONS RE NARCOTICS
PROBLEM., ARTICLE THEN QUOTES BROWN AS SAYING ON OTHER
FRONTS THAT HE WANTED TO FIND OUT WHY DIREEI&EL—EQE\EEBE

HE HAS QUOTE TEMENDOUS RESPECT UNWUOTE IS AGAINST A
e sl

NATIONAL CRIME COMMISSION AND INTENDS TO TALK TO HIM IN

e S s

' UASHINGTON. NO OTHER MENTION OF FbEl OR DIRECTOR IN ARTICLE. 7{1{
_“____.—-——“"—

o

FOR INFORMATION, ARTICLE 'FOLLOWS BY AIRTEL. !
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT h N

Memorandum 1

TO : Mr . Hoover : DATE: 1/5/6
PERSONAL
SAC Auerbach
SUBJECT: EDMUND G. "PAT" BROWN I/ Pare Ingram——
: GOVERNOR OF CALIFORNIA i/ ! diiss Gandy——

‘; ! —

R i ) ]
For your personal information, Governor BR WN called)l - -

me today to tell me that he had received an invitation from ?a
| the Soviet Embassy to have dinner there during the course of LLL¢4%Pr
the inauguration ceremonies in Washington and said that he wanted
to discuss the situation with me concerning it. He said that , dk&
he would be glad bo do anything that the FBI wanted him to do A+t
in connection with the visit, i.e., ask specific questions of®

any kind of the Soviet Ambassador, etc. /&é§££E;» |

1 pointed out to the Governor that undoubtedly other
Governors and prominent officials had received similar invita-
tions and that it being a purely social occasion, I did not see
that there would be any opportunity to "do any good" in connection
with the visit.

Governor BROWN advised that when he went back several
weeks ago to see President-elect KENNEDY, he had received an
jnvitation at that time at his hotel to visit with the Soviet
Ambassador, which he had turned down. He said that he felt that
the invitation came about by the fact that several years ago
he had gone to dinner with the Soviet Ambassador as a guest of
DREW PEARSON and that he supposed that based on this incident,
the Ambassador felt that he could utilize the visit from the
California Governor for propaganda purposes.

In view of my comments that I did not see anything
whereby he could be of value to us in the situation, Governor
BROWN said that he was turning down the invitation flat.

1t appears that the Governor has somewhat come of age
with some maturity now and is thinking along the right lines
\when he comes to the FBI in connection with such situations and
1 thought you would like to know about it.

L o
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- Date: 1 /7/61 I ()
PLAIN _l/ : -
Transmit the following in : — v { L
(Type in plain text or code) ' "///
Via AIRTEL AIRMAIL o -
(Priority or Method of Mailing) |
e e e e e e e e e e e — = _— =
- TO DIRECTOR, FBI o e
v
FROM: SAC, LOS ANGELES ¥ /
- o %‘ E
7 .SUBJECT: GOVERNOR EDMOND G. BROWN . "‘5‘*&/(
Remytel 1/7/61. CT e | |
>t . :
There is enclosed herewith for the Bureau ané; "
San Francisco one copy each of the article which appeared
in the Los Angeles Examiner on 1/7/61.
. 3°- Bureau (Enc. - 1)
1 - San Francisco (Enc. - 1)
1 - Los Angeles
WMA : skw
(5)
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.
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Approved: G Sent M Per
Special Agent in Charge
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‘Brown Asks Narcotic|
Crackdown in Mexico

By CARL GREENBERG

Ezaminer Political Editor .
S8ACRAMENTO — Gov.jmatic relations, is another!
Brown called Friday for “far prolific source of narcotics. -
more aggressive action In
Mexico” to halt the flow of| Brown said there will be
- narcotics across the interna- “ynquestionably” tougher
o tional border and disclosed|penalties enacted for narcotics
. plans for a conference with|violators, but he wants to talk
U. 5. Atty. Gen.designate|to Kennedy to press for ac-
Robert Kennedy. He warned:|tion agaalii?St tihe f‘l)%wdof dope

«As long as 1t pours in here|over California’s horcers.

%:m are going to be people On other fronts, Brown:
will pro ) . .
t proselyte and sell it . W D “at the end of

no matter how tough we

m o penalties.” this session there is going to
ake the penalties” be 2 balanced budget and I
At the same time, Brown intend to use the full powers

strongly hinted he wouldn’t of t.he Governor to see we
like to see capital punishment don’t go back to the deficit
injected into the 1962 guber- financing of the last four,
natorial race through a pro- five years before I became
posed constitutional amend. Governor.

ent on the ballot outlawing
eath penality.

e PROMISED to name 931
other Southern Californi I
by Monday to the Public Util-

While saying “I am going to ities Commission.

‘Jeave that to the Legislature
to handle,” he told his first) o yOWED he'll do all he can

news conference In 1961:  lt5 see that a new medical
1 hope they (the Legisla-|school is established in San oo G e
ture) will abolish capital pun-|piego by the University of; . P
{snment and I hope the bill{ california. Senate President’ : ATy (U
reaches my desk.” pro tempore Burns (D.), wants A
If # did, that would mean|jt in his home county of LT
the deep freeze for a ballot)Fresno. | ST
amendment. With Democratic LoS S
majorities in both Houses, ad-| * e SAID he wants to find out L e
ministration forces may not|why J. Edgar Hoover, FBI di-
have too much to worry about|réctor, for whom he has
on that score. «tremendous respect” is
Brown said he had talked|against a national crime com-
to Mexican President Mateos|mission, and intends to talk
and had been assured of his|to him in Washington.
cooperation on narcotics
gmuggling, but said he still be:| e SHIED from voicing
lieves a White House confer-{opinion oh a proposed State
ence would stimulate action|grand jury to investigate State
among countries from which agencles, saying, “We have a
narcotics originate. lkeen corps of newspapermen
: around here that do a grand
Red China, with which thejjury job every day of the
U—2—2=== not maintain diblo-|vear.” = 7
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Memorandum 4) o
v DIRECTOR, FBI bt 1/g/61 [ 7

FROM Kp[/)f/

SUBJECT:

Security Office,
that he received

SAC, SAN FRANCISCO

EDMUND BROWN V
Governor of California

INFORMATION CONCERNING

i

On this date, JAMES P. CAVANAUGH, Agent in Charge, i~
U.S. Department of State, San Francisco, advised Lr/
a telephone call on 1/6/61 from Governor BROWN's -~

(e

travel secretary as follows: V7

Governor BROWN received &n invitation from the '%aﬁﬁjY\S
Soviet BEmbassy to meet and have lunch with Ambassador MENSHIKOV y£§a{;
during BROWN's visit to Washington, D.C., for the Presidential o
inaugeration. Before accepting the invitation, BROWN checked with r~

CAVANAUGH who in turn checked with State Department, Washington, as

to whether they had any objection to this meeting. State Department,

Washington, advised BROWN that they had no objection to the luncheon ,
but suggested BROWN meet with State Department officials both prior

to and after his luncheon with MENSHIKOV, BROWN's secretary advised
CAVANAUGH that BROWN has accepted the invitation and wjil), have lunch ¢ »
with the Ambassador at the Soviet Embassy on 1/17/61. azg)CuJ

2

3 - Bur auﬁl ~ 100-363673)(MIKHAIL A, MENSHIKOV){(AM KEG.)
2 - Wwrol{1%2 105-24305

3 - SF - 105-0
1 - 13%4359%
1 ~ 105-6699
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